in their ability to follow the career outcomes of their former trainees and fellows. The grouping of data into broad fields (the biomedical sciences are often combined with other fields into a single "life sciences" category) and the delay in processing and publishing NSF data compound the problem, as the issues under study are known to vary across fields and over time. Better data on biomedical scientists would provide a stronger basis for training policy decisions.
More information on members of FASEB societies would also be helpful in developing public policy positions and identifying issues. Better data on members could be used to target FASEB's public affairs program, prioritize initiatives, and set a long-range agenda.
In Table  1 . More than half of the grants were ROls. The remainder included other research grants, research contracts, research centers, career grants, cooperative agreements, and a variety of other less common funding mechanisms.
The two files were matched and merged by FASEB's Data Processing Office, which compiles the FASEB Directory from information provided by the member societies. At the time of this analysis in December 1994, the directory file consisted of 38,394 entries from the membership records of the nine FASEB societies.
The records in the FASEB and NIH files were merged by last name and first initial alone and then by last name and first initial plus the first two digits of the zip code. The second and more conservative approach was performed to reduce the likelihood of false-positive matches. The results for both approaches were very similar, differing by no more than 400 cases. For discussion, the more conservative name and zip code merge is used even though some true matches may be excluded.
To test the accuracy of the merge process, a random sample of 600 matching records was drawn and subjected to intensive manual verification. When the $15.6 million for these programs is included, the K04 awards comprised only 
